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Sir: 

The reasons for the Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review are set forth below. 

In rejecting claims 14-21 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b), the Examiner did not establish that 
Hargrave discloses, teaches, or suggests each and every element of the claimed inventions 
so as to render the claims anticipated 

Claims 14-21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as obvious over Bash et al. in view 
of Spinazzola and further in view of Hergatt. 

Independent claim 14 generally recites a search method that generally includes obtaining 
a query written in a first format from a user, translating the query from the first format into a 
second format using a probabilistic dictionary, the probabilistic dictionary mapping terms from 
the first format to the second format, searching a database for information responsive to the 
translated query, and returning search results written in the second format to the user. 

Hargrave discloses a translation memory base on an aligned file having source language 
text strings paired with target language text strings. Hargrave deals with a software 
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implementation for machine assisted translation (Abstract, lines 1-3 and col 1, lines 10-13). 
Hargrave does not disclose nor does Hargrave suggest translating "a query written in a first 
format from a user" into "a second format using a probabilistic dictionary, the probabilistic 
dictionary mapping terms from the first format to the second format," "searching a database for 
information responsive to the translated query", and "returning search results written in the 
second format to the user." (Quoting independent claim 14 with emphasis added). 

The Examiner contends that Hargrave discloses "translating the query into a second 
format using a probabilistic dictionary" in that Hargrave 's Translation Memory (TM) system of 
FIG. 1 encodes the query language in text format into a computer readable format. For example, 
Hargrave states that "a text sample to be analyzed is coded in a computer readable format in step 
101 shown in FIG. 1," and one commonly used computer readable format is ASCII (col. 6, lines 
1-8). In other words, the Examiner reads Hargrave's computer readable format as being the 
"second format" of claim 14. 

However, Hargrave 's "translation" of the query in the first format to the computer 
readable format does not utilize "a probabilistic dictionary" as recited in claim 14. As is well 
known in the art, coding into a computer readable format is performed "using a particular, 
usually standardized codeset" (col. 6, lines 5-7). It would hardly be desirable to code a query in 
a first language to the computer readable format using a probabilistic dictionary as generally 
recited in claim 14. 

Moreover, given that the computer readable format is the "second format" (as interpreted 
by the Examiner), Hargrave does not "return search results written in the second format [i.e., 
computer readable format such as ACSII] to the user" as recited in claim 14 as such a step would 
require Hargrave to return search results written in the computer readable format (e.g., ASCII) to 
the user, which Hargrave does not do nor would such a step be desirable or useful in any way. 

Withdraw of rejection of independent claim 14 as well as claims 15-21 dependent 
therefrom under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) is respectfully requested. 

CONCLUSION 

Because the Examiner's rejections of claims 14-21 include legal deficiencies with regard 
to 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) and the MPEP, Applicants are entitled to a pre-appeal brief review of the 
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final rejection. And based on the foregoing arguments, Applicants request that the rejection of 
these claims be withdrawn and the pending claims be allowed. 

In the unlikely event that the transmittal letter accompanying this document is separated 
from this document and the Patent Office determines that an Extension of Time under 37 CFR 
1.136 and/or any other relief is required, Applicant hereby petitions for any required relief 
including Extensions of Time and/or any other relief and authorizes the Commissioner to charge 
the cost of such petitions and/or other fees due in connection with the filing of this document to 
Deposit Account No. 50-1217 (Order No. GOOGP006). 



Respectfully submitted, 



September 6, 2007 
Date 
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